The purpose of this study was to provide an examination of differences in college women 's self-reported 
INTRODUCTION
The defined role of women related to sexual behavior in our culture has been primarily that of gatekeeper (Baldwin & Baldwin, 1997; Byers & O'Sullivan, 1998; Struckman-Johnson & Struckman-Johnson, 1998) . As a result, women's potential for heterosexual initiation, especially initiation that could be deemed coercive or aggressive, received little attention until the 1980s. Prior to that, some of our first insights into the impact of female heterosexual molestation came as a result of a pioneering study of men who had been the objects of women's sexual aggression (Sarrel & Masters, 1982) . All of the men in this study were adults who sought therapy from one of the authors (N = 11). Sarrel and Masters defined sexual molestation as either sexual assault or sexual abuse; assault was forcing someone into sexual activity through the threat or use of physical violence, while abuse involved the manipulation of another by psychosocial dominance or seduction. In this article, the authors concluded that despite previously held notions about male sexuality, men can respond sexually under duress or threat, that men suffer postassault syndrome with short-and long-term effects, that the failure of professionals to recognize this phenomenon has resulted in an absence of research in this area, and that the men who suffer from this assault deserve concern. In other early studies, Gebhard, Gagnon, Pomeroy, and Christenson (1965) and Finkelhor (1979) reported that 27% and 16%, respectively, of male victims of childhood sexual abuse identified women as the abuser. Fritz, Stoll, and Wagner (1981) found that 60% of males abused as children reported being victimized by females.
Reports in the 1980s and 1990s are based predominantly on samples of college students. These have documented sexual initiation, coercion, abuse, and force by college women directed toward college men (Anderson, 1989 (Anderson, , 1993 (Anderson, , 1998 Gwartney-Gibbs, Stockard, & Bohmer, 1987; Hogben, Byrne, & Hamburger, 1996; Muehlenhard & Cook, 1988; Muehlenhard & Long, 1988; Murphy, 1984; O'Sullivan & Byers, 1993 , 1996 Poppen & Segal, 1988; Story, 1986; Struckman-Johnson, & Struckman-Johnson, 1994 , 1998 . The results of these research studies clearly indicate that college women are behaving in some ways that are not stereotypic of their gender role expectations, are sexually aggressive toward men in some instances, and may pose a risk for being involved in sexually aggressive episodes. As an example, after conducting a study within which approximately 24% of their women respondents reported that they had sexually coerced a male partner, Hogben et al., (1996) concluded that, asked the right questions, both men and women reported coercing and being coerced in dating situations.
Few studies of women's sexual initiation have offered operationally defined terms for a full range of sexually initiating behaviors. Anderson (1996) defined sexual aggression for women as initiating sexual contact (kissing, fondling, or intercourse) by using sexual coercion (e.g., threatening to end a relationship, verbal pressure, or lying), sexual abuse (e.g., sex with a minor by an adult at least 5 years older than the minor, by inducing intoxication, or by using a position of power or authority), or physically forced sex (i.e., by the threat of physical force, actual physical force, or the use of a weapon). While these
